Applie&t&ti No, 1 0/092,770 

Reply to Office Action of August 26 ? 2009 



Claims 1, 2 ? X 9-15,1 7 - 21 , 24 and 25 were previously pending. No claims h:ave fesm 
amended^ added, or canceled. Thus, claims 1, 2 S 7 ? 9 - 15, 17 - 21, 24 and 25 remain pmding 
to examination. 



Applicants respectfully reqnest reconsideration of this application based on the 
remarks. 



'§103 



Claims 1, 2, .7, 9 » 15, 17 
table oyer Bambwak (US 3 
Cuffkro (US Patent No. 6,587,686). Applicants re^ectfally 



21, 24 and 25 are 
Patent Application 




35 USC § 103(a) m being 
2005/0! 13089) in view of 



Claim I is directed to a mettod of selecting a desirable system from a list of wireless 

stored in. a mobile station . comprising the fell owing s teps : 



immtaim&g, in the mobile station, a system priority data 
table based on aequisitloB/registration attempts by the mobile 
station with wireless communication systems, the system priority 
data table including a plurality of entries, each entry representing a 
single system a^quisition^registration attempt by the mobile station 
and including a signal acquisition identifier, a power measurement* 
a system access identifier, and a system lost identifier; 

calculating, in the mobile station, priority criteria from the 
system priority data to determine desirability levels for respective 
wireless communication systems, the priority criteria including 
acquisition success rates, access success rates, and system: lost 
rates, wherein the priority criteria is used to generate and store a 
priority data summary table m the mobile station, the priority data 
summary table including an acquisition success rate fields a last 
power measurement field, m access success rate field, and a 
system lost rate field; 

selecting, by fee mobile station, a group of wireless 
cornmnnications systems irom the list in accordance with a 
predetermined system selection procedure, the group of wireless 
communications systems having a first system acquisition order; 

reprioritmng* by the mobile station, th^ group of wireless 
communications: systems in accordance with the priority criteria 
stored in the priority data summary table. . the repH-oritized group -of 
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wireless communications systems having a second system 
: acquisition order based upon respective system desirability levels; 
and 

attempting, by the mobile station, to acquire a. desirable 
system based on the reprioritized group of wire) ens 
:commumcatioBs systems : . 

The method of claim 1 reci tes two tables ~ a system priority data table and a priority data 
sinsnnary tafaie - where one table is generated, at least in part, from the other tabk. As explicitly 
recited m the claim, the first table, i.e. the system priority data table, .includes a pli^rality of 
entries, each of which represents a sinde system acquisitjQn/registratio^ attempt . Each entry 
includes a signal acquisition identifier, a power measurement a system access identifier, .-and a 
system lost identifier Priority criteria, .including acquisition success rates, access success rates, 
and system lost rates are calculated from the system priority data, and used to generate and store 
the second table,. i.e. the priority data summary table. The priority data summary table includes 
m acquisition success rate field, a last power measurement field, an access success rate field, and 
a system lost rate field , Neither Banihurak nor Cuf&ro, alone or in combination with each other, 
disclose or suggest at least this eoriibiuation of features. 

Bamburak. does, not disclose & system priority data table and a priority data summary 
table as recited in the pending claims, Bamburak does disclose two tables which are stored m 
memory at a mobile communication device. However, these tables are very different from the 
tables recited in the pending claims. As depicted in Figure 9 of Bamburak and described hi 
paragraphs [0035] - [0038], a table may he stored in memory that provides a counter associated 
with each frequency band in a master search schedule. As shown in Figure % the table includes 
three fields - a priority field, a frequency bmd field, and a counter field. Thus*: clearly, the table 
depicted In Figure 9 is not a system priority data table including a plurality of entries > each of 
which having a si m&l acquisition identifier, a power measurement a system access identifier, 
and a system lost identifier . Nor is the table depicted in Figure 9 a priority data summary table 
including an acquisition success rate-field,- a last power measurement field, an ac cess success rate 
field, and a system lost rate field , 

As explained in paragraph [0035] of Bambwak v ^ach time the mobile commtinieation 
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device acquires service from a preferred provided, the counter value associated with the 
frequency band is incremented to establish g persona! roaming history. : lor xsser. Thus* not 
only does fee ^ table depicted in Figure 9 lack the fields explicitly set forth m the pending claims, 
the table does sot include: a plurality of entries each representing a single system 
aeqmsition/i^^i$tration attempt by the mobile sta tion. Rather, a counter is associated with each 
frequency band, and each time the mobile station acquires service from a provider associated 
with the frequency band, the counter is inereinented, Tims, at best, the table depicted in Figure 9 
keeps a curmilalive record of acquisitions at each frequency band. Separate entries representing 
each single acquisition/registration attempt are sot disclosed or even suggested by Bamburafc. 

Bamburak's second table, as. depicted in Figure 10, includes fields for priority, system 
operator code (SQC} 3 and system identifier code (SIC). Each SOC may have associated 
therewith a plurality of SICs (see* e,g, ? paragraph [0008] of Barnbutak), Thus, like the table 
depicted In Figure 9> the table depicted in Figure 10 is not a system priority data table including a 
plurality of entries each of which having a signal acquisition identiner, a power measurements a 
system access identifier, add a system lost' identifier or. a priority data summary table including 
an acquisition success rate field, a last power measurement field, an access success rate field, and 
a system tost rate field . 

Though the Examiner first asserts that Bamburak discloses tables including the features 
described above (see, e,g y > pages 3 - 6 of the final Office Action), it appears that the Examiner 
does recognise at least some of the deficiencies of B&rohurafc by stating that Bambwak 
"ineKplicitiy^ discloses the features of % system lost identifier; criteria including system lost 
rates; and priority data summary table including an acquisition success rate field, a lost power 
measurement filed, an access success rate field; and a system lost rate field/* The Examiner 
concludes that such features are well known in the art, and relies em Cuffaro to support: this 
conclusion. Applicants, respectfully disagree, 

It is noted that Cuffexo is not coBcemed with selecting a desirable system from a list of 
wireless communications systems, Rather y Cuffaro is directed to a method of detecting base 
station transceiver malfunctions in a.-ceiiul.ar teloconmpBj^atioES. system- .{ic^ €>g, 5 . Abstract of 
Guffaro). Nonetheless, Cuffaro does not disclose or suggest a priority data summary table 
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including an acquisition success rate field, a last power measurement filed, and an access success 
rate field, as asserted by the Examiner oh page 7 of the OfiSee Action, Th§ Examiner equates the 
call accessibility data recited in Cuffero. with, both tie acquisition success rate field and the 
access success rate fields recited in. the pending claims. However, as explicitly set forth in the 
claims, these are two $t 

Moreover, as explained in: Applicant's previous response, with regard to call accessibility 
data,. Cuffaro refers only to call setup failure rate and call setup time (see. eoL 5 r lines 50 ™ 51), 
Cuifkro does not disclose or stiggest :an' .acquisition success rate field (£.g-, a field indicating the 
rate of successful acquisition of a system) or an access success rate field (e.g r , a field indicating 
the rate of access success of a system). Acquisition and access are two separate md distinct 
processes, €uffero does not disclose or suggest a priority summary table which includes a field 
indicating a rate of acquisition success and a field indicating a rate of access success. 

Cuffaro also fails to overcome the other .deficiencies of Bambwak M set forth afeove. 
That i% neither Bamburak nor Cuffaro, alone or in combination with each, other, disclose or 
suggest at least the features of maintaining, in the mobile station, a system priority data table 
based m acquisihon/registration attempts by the mobile station with wireless communication 
systems, the system priority data table including a plurality of entries, each entry representing a 
single system acquisition/registration attempt by the moMle station and including a signal 
acquisition identifier, a power measurement, a system access identifier, and a system lost 
identifier and calcul ating, in the mobile station, priority criteria from the system priority data to 
determine desirability levels for respective wireless communication systems^ the priority criteria 
including .acquisition., .success rates, access success rates, and system lost rates, wherein the 
priority criteria is used to generate and store a priority data summary table in the mobile station,, 
the priority data summary table including an acquisition success rate field, a last power 
measurement field, an access success rate field, md a system lost rate field. Thus, claim 1 is 
over Barnburak and Cnff&ra. 




Independerit claims 15 and 21 include similar repetitions to those described above in 
to claim L Thus, claims 1.5 and 2.1 are also patentable over the cited references. 
I!y ? all of die dependent claims are patentable over the cited references at least by 
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virtue of their dependence on a patentable mdepeiident claim in addition to the individual 
features each claim recites. Further, each of these dependent claims separately recite a 
combination of disclosed or suggested by the ci ted prior art. 

'Therefore,, based on tfee foregoing, Applicants respectfully, request that the Examiner 
withdraw the raiection of claims 1, 2, 7, 9 - 15, 17 - 21, 24, and 25 under 35 (JSC § 103(a) as 
being obvious over B an#?urak in view of Cuffaro , 



In light of these remarks, Aj 
allowance for which, early action is 




cants submit that the application is in condition lor 



Please charge any fees or overpayments that may. he due with this response to 
Account No, 17-0926. 



Dated: W &7 fol 




ISazren M. Simon, Reg. No. 47,946 
Direct: 858,845.4272 



QUALCOMM Incorporated 

Attn i Patent Department 

5775 Morehouse Drive 

San Diego* California 92121-1714 
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